WHAT IS THE "PROLETARIAT"?           135
So far, however, the proletariat has uttered nothing but
truculent assertions about what it intends to do for itself
against every other interest in the state. It seems to
have noted all the sins and shortcomings of the bour-
geoisie; but when we look to see what promise of reform
it holds out, we find that it only cites the misdoings of
the bourgeoisie as excuses and precedents for what it
intends to do.
All the forces which gave the bourgeoisie the victory
over the nobles are working in favor of the proletariat.
The real question of moment is: What will they do with
the state when they get control of it? That they will
be utterly disappointed in the hopes which their leaders
are now encouraging as to what they can do, is certain;
but before they find it out society may go through a
period of confusion and strife in which all the achieve-
ments of civilization will be put in jeopardy. Two
parties are already taking shape for that contest. Mr.
George recently called them, with the felicity which is
his chief power, the House of Have and the House of
Want; he defined them as those who are satisfied as
things are and those who want to reform. Others have
understood them to mean that the "land ought to
belong, not to those who own it, but to those who want
it." If it should appear upon due study that the latter
is the more correct definition according to the facts, it
will be another case in which Mr. George's felicity of
expression far surpasses his power of analysis. We are
indebted to him at least for an excellent terminology,
which does away with the old clumsiness of "those-who-
have" and "those-who-have-not."